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7/fe MAILING DAT E of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 

tmp RFP1 Y FILED Jan 22 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

iCnceTS a «im"y MoT. o? A^Sm* aUl o, (31 a .imely filed Re,uas. .or Continue Exam,„a„on 
(RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

THE PERIOD FOR REPLY [check only a) or b)J 

a) S3 The period for reply expires 3 months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: 0> the mailing date of this Advisory Action. ^£ V^^^^ 
Extensio^tTeZ^^^ 

extension fee have been filed is the date for purposes o determ,^ shortened statutory period for reply originally 

appropriate extension fee under 37 CFR ^J< a ' s =?' c ^ Office later than three months after the 

n?aii^ 3diUStment - " 1 - 704<b) - 

1 □ A Notice of Appeal was filed on • Appellant's Brief must be filed I withir , the period set forth ,n 

37 CFR 1 . 1 92(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1 . 1 91 (d)) ( to avoid d.sm.ssal of the appeal. 
2. □ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 



NOTE: 



3. □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): 



rn . . would be allowable if submitted in 

4 □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) __ 

a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. ® The a) □ affidavit, b) □ exhibit or c) 53 request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: 

see attached explanation. I . _ 



6. □ The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly raised 

by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
7 □ For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) aP will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim (s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . ~ 



Claim(s) objected to: 
Claim(s) rejected: 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



V^idii 1 1 \ o / v* i ti iwt • ■ — — — 

8. □ The proposed drawing correction filed on is a) □ approved or b) □ diSaPPr0 ^^j>^ e ;- 

9 □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s). • ' TRONG PHAN 

n PRIMARY EXAMINER 

10.U Other: 1 
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ADVISORY ACTION 

Applicant's request for consideration filed on 1/22/03 has been fully 
considered but it is NOT persuasive to place the application in condition for 
allowance because of the following reasons: 

a) claims 5-6 clearly recite the feature of "an absolute value of the 
non-select voltage is not larger than an absolute value of the negative 
voltage applied to the substrate or well of the nonvolatile semiconductor 
storage device". The phrase "is not larger" is totally entitled to both 
"equal to" or "smaller than". Furthermore, the specification also discloses in 
lines 1-4 of page 18 that the absolute value of the non-select voltage applied 
to the non-select word lines is smaller than the an absolute value of the voltage 
applied to the substrate (well). However, the specification does provide 
an adequate support only for "equal to" which is seen as the same voltage 
of -8.0 Volts as disclosed throughout the specification. Meanwhile, the 
specification does not provide any support for feature of "smaller than". 

b> Therefore, the FINAL rejection of claims 3-6 under 35 USC 112, first 
paragraph, as set forth in the office action of 10/23/021, paper # 14, is totally 
proper and is sustained. 
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